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USPSINDMS-T3-46 

Please see your response to USPS/NDMS-T3-19(c). 

(a) Please confirm that there is a “grey area” where flat and residual 
shape pieces overlap. 

@I Please confirm that this overlap does not necessarily mean that 
pieces in the “grey area” cost the same whether they are prepared 
as flats or parcels. 

(cl Please explain how the statement “a piece with ‘flat-like’ costs 
will likely meet the definition of a flat, in which case it would be 
exempt from the surcharge, as long as it is prepared in 
accordance with flat preparation requirements” implies that “no 
residual shape pieces share cost-causing characteristics with 
flats.” 

ResDonse: 
(a) 
@I 
w 

Confirmed. 

Confirmed. 

Because it implies that a piece with ‘flat-like’ costs would not be defined as a 

parcel; i.e., parcels do not (and cannot) have flat-like costs because any such 

piece with flat-like costs would likely be a flat (according to Moeller). 


